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REPORT  OF  CITY  ATTORNEY 


Hon.  James  Rolph,  Jr., 

Mayor  of  the  City  and 

County  of  San  Francisco — 
Sir: 

In  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  Section  9, 
Article  XVI  of  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco,  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  fol- 
lowing report  for  the  office  of  the  City  Attorney  for 
the  fiscal  year  1916-1917: 

On  the  6th  day  of  March,  1917,  the  resignation  of 
Hon.  Percy  V.  Long  as  City  Attorney  was  accepted 
by  you  as  Mayor  and  I  was  appointed  City  Attorney 
for  the  unexpired  term.  The  report  covers  the  entire 
fiscal  year  1916-1917  of  the  City  Attorney's  office  and 
therefore  much  of  the  matter  contained  in  the  report 
took  place  during  Mr.  Long's  incumbency.  No  effort 
has  been  made  to  differentiate  those  matters  which 
were  completed  before  my  appointment. 

The  present  organization  of  the  City  Attorney's 
office  is  as  follows :  I  have  two  assistants,  who  each 
receive  a  salary  of  $3600  per  annum ;  four  who  receive 
$3000  per  annum  each ;  one  who  receives  $2400  per 
annum ;  one  who  receives  $1800  per  annum ;  a  general 
clerk  who  receives  $1800  per  annum ;  two  stenogra- 
phers who  receive  $1200  per  annum  each ;  two  stenog- 
raphers, one  messenger  and  one  assistant  clerk  at 
$900  per  annum,  each. 

While  the  work  of  the  City  Attorney's  office  has 
been  constantly  increasing  during  the  last  five  years, 
due  to  the  activity  of  the  City  in  promoting  and  carry- 
ing out  its  many  projects,  the  number  of  assistants 
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has  not  been  increased  and  at  the  present  time  the 
force  of  the  office  is  sufficient  to  carry  on  the  work 
by  reason  of  the  long  experience  of  most  of  the  assist- 
ants in  the  office  and  by  them  giving  their  undivided 
time  to  the  work  of  the  City. 

The  personnel  of  the  office  is  as  follows :  Thomas 
E.  Haven,  J.  F.  English,  D.  S.  O'Brien,  John  J.  Dailey. 
Maurice  T.  Dooling,  Henry  H.  Hart,  R.  T.  Ainsworth, 
Milton  Marks,  Joseph  T.  Curley,  Thomas  F.  Gaffney. 
John  Williams,  Anna  J.  Pooley,  Irene  Murphy,  Mabel 
A.  Feiling,  Annie  Floy  Hawes. 

On  May  31,  1917,  Mr.  Harry  G.  McKannay  re- 
signed as  Assistant  City  Attorney,  due  to  ill  health 
and  pressure  of  private  business.  I  wish  to  add  my 
appreciation  of  the  valuable  work  that  Mr.  McKannay 
did  for  the  City  during  his  many  years  of  service  in 
this  office. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

GEORGE  LULL, 
Dated  August  1st,  1917.  City  Attorney. 


RATE    LITIGATION 

Since  the  close  of  the  last  Fiscal  Year  the  City 
Attorney's  Office  has  continued  steadily  with  the  dis- 
position of  the  accumulated  rate  litigation.  The 
Valuation  Department,  which  had  been  previously 
organized  under  the  direction  of  N.  Randall  Ellis. 
Valuation  Engineer,  has  been  continuing  throughout 
the  Fiscal  Year  and  has  effected  very  satisfactory 
economies  in  expenditures  of  handling  this  litigation. 
by  reason  of  having  all  the  work  conducted  in  one 
department  and  under  one  head,  instead  of  employ- 
ing separate  engineers  for  separate  cases,  as  was 
formerly     the    practice.       The    following    is     a    brief 


resume  of  progress  in  the  various  suits,  and  is  fol- 
lowed by  a  classified  statement  of  the  expenses  in- 
curred by  this  office  during  the  past  Fiscal  Year  in 
connection  with   this  litigation: 

SPRING  VALLEY  WATER  RATE  CASES 

Federal  Court  Cases 

The  trial  of  these  cases  has  already  been  com- 
pleted during  the  preceding  Fiscal  Year.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  cases  before  Master  in  Chancery  H.  M. 
Wright  took  place  in  August,  1916,  and  occupied 
some  17  days.  The  transcript  of  the  argument  cov- 
ered 2145  pages  and  by  direction  of  the  Court  was 
printed.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  argument  the  case 
was  submitted  and  has  been  under  submission  dur- 
ing the  entire  Fiscal  Year.  Approximately  two  and 
one-quarter  million  dollars  are  now  impounded  with 
the  Special  Master  in  Chancery,  a  portion  of  which 
has  been  invested  in   Liberty  Bonds. 

On  the  7th  day  of  August,  1917,  the  Master  in 
Chancery  filed  a  draft  of  a  proposed  report  to  be 
made  to  the  District  Court,  copies  of  which  were 
furnished  to  this  office.  In  a  letter  to  the  office  the 
Master  stated  that  on  September  7th  he  would  hear 
objections  from  both  sides  to  his  report  and  would 
then  make  a  supplemental  report  based  on  the  objec- 
tions made  by  both  parties  and  the  draft  of  the  re- 
port already  filed  by  him.  In  the  draft  of  the  report 
the  Master  finds  in  favor  of  Spring  Valley  Water 
Company  in  all  the  cases  and  recommends  that  judg- 
ment be  entered  for  the  Company. 

It  is  unnecessary  to  give  an  extended  review  of 
the  report  of  the  Master.  It  wrill  suffice  to  state  that 
the  findings  of  the  Master  are  unsatisfactory  to  the 
City  and  it  is  proposed  to  not  only  vigorously  object 
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to  the  adoption  of  the  report  by  the  District  Court, 
but  also,  in  case  the  Court  should  adopt  the  report  and 
base  its  judgment  thereon,  to  appeal  therefrom. 

For  the  last  year  of  litigation,  that  is  1914-1915, 
the  Master  values  the  properties  of  Spring  Valley, 
used  and  useful  for  water  purposes,  at  approximately 
thirty-nine  million  dollars.  He  also  finds  that  upon 
this  valuation  Spring  Valley  is  entitled  to  a  return 
of  at  least  7  per  cent  net.  It  is  believed  that  this 
valuation  is  excessive  and  that  the  rate  of  return 
that  the  Master  finds  should  be  allowed  to  Spring 
Valley  is  entirely  too  high.  Until  the  report  has 
been  made  final,  however,  it  is  not  necessary  or 
proper  to  further  discuss  the  matter,  but,  as  already 
stated,  this  office  intends  to  vigorously  object  to  the 
valuation  made  by  the  Master  of  the  Spring  Valley 
properties  and  the  amount  of  return  that  he  finds 
should  be  allowed  to  the  Company. 

Railroad   Commission   Proceedings 

In  December,  1916,  the  State  Railroad  Commis- 
sion, on  its  own  initiative,  ordered  an  investigation 
of  the  meter  rate  charges  for  water  service,  which 
was  being  greatly  extended  by  the  Spring  Valley 
Water  Company.  The  City  Attorney's  Office  was 
represented  at  the  hearing.  The  Commission  refused 
to  decide  the  question  until  a  thorough  investigation 
of  the  Company's  properties  and  business  could  be 
made,  and  in  the  meantime  ordered  a  flat  rate 
schedule  to  be  restored  where  it  had  theretofore 
existed. 

Subsequent  to  that  period  the  Spring  Valley 
Water  Company  filed  a  petition  asking  that  meter 
rates  be  established  and  that  its  revenues  be  in- 
creased. This  application  was  consolidated  with  the 
petition  for  a  reduction  of  rates  already  filed  by   the 
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City  Attorney's  Office  in  behalf  of  the  City  and 
several  hearings  have  been  held.  Great  economy  was 
effected  in  the  presentation  of  the  City's  side  of  the 
case  by  filing  in  the  Commission  a  copy  of  the  entire 
record  and  all  the  exhibits  which  were  used  by  the 
City  in  the  cases  before  the  Federal  Court,  the  issues 
in  both  Court  and  Commission  proceedings  being  in 
most  respects  identical.  In  addition  to  this  every 
facility  has  been  afforded  to  the  experts  of  the  Rail- 
road Commission  to  gain  whatever  knowledge,  infor- 
mation and  data  respecting  the  properties  and  busi- 
ness of  the  Company  has  been  accumulated  through 
this  office  during  the  past  years  of  controversy.  It 
is  improbable  that  this  case  can  be  finally  sub- 
mitted and  decided  before  the  end  of  the  present 
calendar  year,  at  least.  The  City  Attorney's  Office 
will  represent  the  City  and  the  rate  payers  at  all 
these  hearings  and  present  additional  evidence  neces- 
sary to  supplement  the  Federal  Court  records  already 
on  file.  Every  effort  is  to  be  made  before  the  Rail- 
road Commission  to  secure  a  substantial  reduction 
of  water  rates  to  an  equitable  basis.  Also  an  effort 
is  to  be  made  to  secure  an  adjustment  of  hydrant 
rates  paid  by  the  City,  which  are  believed  to  be 
entirely  too  high. 

GAS  RATE  CASES 

Railroad  Commission  Case 

The  trial  before  the  State  Railroad  Commission 
of  the  City's  application  for  a  reduction  of  the  rates 
charged  by  the  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
for  gas  service  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Fran- 
cisco was  completed  during  the  Fiscal  Year  1916- 
1917.  Twenty-six  hearings  were  held  before  the 
Commission.  A  total  of  127  exhibits  were  filed. 
Forty  witnesses  were  called,  7  on  behalf  of  City,  20 
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on  behalf  of  Company,  10  on  behalf  of  Railroad  Com- 
mission, 2  on  behalf  of  Palo  Alto  Gas  Company  and 
1  on  behalf  of  San  Francisco  Apartment  House  As- 
sociation. The  record  comprises  2100  pages  of  type- 
written transcript.  Upon  submission  of  the  case, 
briefs  were  filed  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  of  the 
Company  and  a  decision  from  the  Commission  is 
expected  within  a  short  time.  The  City  Attorney's 
Office  asked  in  its  argument  that  the  maximum  rate 
charged  for  gas  be  reduced  from  85  cents,  which  is 
now  being  charged  under  protection  of  the  Federal 
Court  injunctions,  to  75  cents,  at  least.  The  action 
of  the  Commission  will  be  awaited  with  general 
interest. 

Federal  Court  Cases 

Three  gas  rate  cases  pending  in  the  Federal  Court 
involving  the  validity  of  gas  rates  fixed  by  ordinance 
by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  the  years  from  1913 
to  1915,  inclusive,  were  consolidated  and  the  trial 
commenced  before  H.  M.  Wright,  Master  in  Chan- 
cery, in  April,  1917.  To  date  32  hearings  have  been 
held.  The  evidence  covers  2296  pages  of  transcript, 
68  exhibits  have  been  filed  and  25  witnesses  have 
been  called  to  the  stand.  The  Company  has  not  yet 
finished  the  presentation  of  its  direct  case.  It  is 
anticipated  that  the  presentation  of  evidence  and 
arguments  will  be  concluded  before  the  end  of  1917. 
If  the  City  is  successful  in  this  case  there  will  be  a 
refund  to  the  gas  rate  payer  of  all  sums  collected  in 
excess  of  the  75-cent  rate,  which  was  fixed  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors'  ordinances,  amounting  at  the 
present  date  to  about  $1,250,000. 
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OTHER  RATE  LITIGATIONS 

Electric  Cases 

Two  electric  cases  are  pending,  one  in  the  Federal 
Court  and  one  in  the  Railroad  Commission.  During 
the  last  Fiscal  Year  considerable  work  has  been  done 
under  the  direction  of  the  City  Attorney's  Office  by 
the  Valuation  Department  in  preparation  for  trial  of 
both  these  cases.  Extension  work  now  being  carried 
on  by  various  electric  companies  in  the  City  has  been 
carefully  followed  in  the  field  by  the  Valuation  En- 
gineers, and  accurate  cost  data  obtained  for  use  in 
the  appraisal  of  all  electric  properties.  The  inven- 
tory which  was  submitted  by  the  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  covering  its  electric  properties  in 
San  Francisco  has  been  checked  as  to  the  under- 
ground conduit  and  cable  work  and  meters.  When 
it  is  considered  that  there  are  about  80,000  electric 
consumers  in  San  Francisco,  each  having  a  separate 
meter,  an  idea  of  the  detail  work  involved  in  this 
checking  can  be  had.  It  has  been  the  policy  of  this 
office  to  secure  as  far  as  possible  agreements  with 
electric  companies  as  to  statistical  data  and  actual 
cost.  A  great  deal  of  time  and  expense  in  Court  and 
the  Commission  is  saved  in  this  way,  without  in  the 
least  prejudicing  the  City  side  of  cases. 

Telephone  Cases 

Two  cases  are  pending  involving  the  question  of 
Telephone  Rates  in  San  Francisco,  one  before  the 
Railroad  Commission  and  one  before  the  Federal 
Court.  One  hearing  was  held  before  the  Railroad 
Commission  during  the  past  year.  Due  to  the  fact 
that  the  Pacific  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company 
has  petitioned  the  Commission  for  a  statewide  ap- 
praisal and  examination  of  its  rates,  considerable 
time  will  be  consumed  in  this  case,  although  it  will 
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only  be  necessary  for  the  City  Attorney  to  appear 
and  present  evidence  with  respect  to  that  portion  of 
it  which  affects  San  Francisco  rates.  The  Valuation 
Department  has  had  men  checking  the  inventory  of 
San  Francisco  Telephone  properties  and  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  Railroad  Commission  Engineers  has 
followed  the  field  work  of  the  Telephone  Company. 
Considerable  data  has  been  gathered  bearing  on 
underground  and  overhead  construction.  All  data 
gathered  by  the  City  Engineers  has  been  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Railroad  Commission  Experts, 
and  they  have  in  turn  reciprocated  by  furnishing  us 
with  data  relating  to  work  being  done  outside  of  the 
City  which  might  be  applicable  to  San  Francisco 
conditions.  A  partial  audit  has  been  made  of  the 
Telephone  Company's  books,  which  will  be  com- 
pleted in  time  for  presentation  at  the  various  hear- 
ings. 

COST  OF  RATE  LITIGATION 

Feeling  that  it  is  a  matter  of  considerable  interest 
as  to  the  exact  amount  that  this  class  of  litigation 
is  costing  the  City,  the  following  tabulated  statement 
is  submitted  as  showing  the  amounts  actually  ex- 
pended through  the  City  "Attorney's  Office  during 
the  past  Fiscal  Year. 

SUMMARY 

Water  Rates,  Federal   Court    $5,646.78 

Railroad  Commission.  .  726.70 

Gas  Rates,        Federal   Court 6,010.44 

Railroad  Commission.  .  6,519.67 

Electric  Rates  2,605.90 

Telephone 1,087.95 

Office  Equipment 112.56 


$22,710.00 
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DETAILS  OF  EXPENDITURES  BY  CASES 

Spring  Valley  Rate  Case,  Federal  Court 

Engineering     $1,79570 

Audit    525.00 

Stenographic  and  Clerical 743.50 

Stationery,  Binding  and  Miscellaneous..  341.53 

Court  Fees  and  Transcript 1,205.90 

Printed   Argument    1,035.15 


Spring  Valley  Rates,  Railroad  Commission 

Engineering     620.00 

Stationery    and    Miscellaneous 106.70 

Gas  Rate  Case,  Federal  Court 

Engineering     2,464.73 

Audit   1,625.65 

Stenographic  and  Clerical 794.25 

Stationery   and    Miscellaneous 187.91 

Court  Fees,  Transcript 937.90 

Gas  Rate  Case,  Railroad  Commission 

Engineering    3,868.76 

Audit    419.75 

Stenographic  and  Clerical 879.90 

Stationery   and    Miscellaneous 388.56 

Transcript    737.70 

Printed   Brief    225.00 

Electric  Rates 

Engineering     2,417.70 

Stenographic  and  Clerical 81.00 

Stationery   and   Miscellaneous 107.20 


$5,646.78 


726.70 


6,010.44 


6,519.67 


2,605.90 


Telephone  Rates 

Engineering     918.00 

Stenographic  and  Clerical 56.00 

Stationery   and    Miscellaneous 50.00 

Transcript    63.95 

1,087.95 

Office    Equipment 1 12.56 
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POLICY  AS  TO  RATE  LITIGATION 

It  is  the  desire  and  intention  of  this  office  to  con- 
clude all  rate  litigation,  both  in  the  Federal  Courts 
and  before  the  Railroad  Commission,  as  soon  as  it  is 
practicable  to  do  so.  It  has  been  a  constant  expense 
to  the  City  and  if,  as  this  office  believes,  the  people  are 
entitled  to  and  will  receive  a  favorable  readjustment 
of  all  public  utility  rates,  they  should  obtain  the  bene- 
fit of  the  same  just  as  soon  as  it  is  possible  to  secure  it. 

HETCH   HETCHY   MATTERS 

The  conduct  of  legal  matters  affecting  the  Hetch 
Hetchy  project  has  been  marked  during  the  past 
Fiscal  year  by  an  innovation.  In  the  light  of  the 
volume  of  legal  business  affecting  this  project  and 
the  desirability  of  having  this  work  handled  by  one 
lawyer  who  could  give  his  entire  attention  to  it,  the 
Board  of  Supervisors,  upon  recommendation  of  the 
City  Attorney  and  the  City  Engineer,  authorized  the 
Board  of  Works  to  make  a  contract  with  Robert  M. 
Searls,  formerly  Assistant  City  Attorney  for  the  City, 
to  handle  all  of  this  law  work  under  general  direc- 
tion of  the  City  Attorney's  Office.  This  contract 
was  made  in  March,  1917,  so  that  the  legal  work 
prior  to  that  date  was  handled  directly  by  the  City 
Attorney's  Office,  and  since  that  date  has  been  in 
Mr.  Searls'  charge.  Inasmuch  as  the  City  Attorney 
is  vested  by  the  Charter  with  general  authority  and 
responsibility  for  all  litigation  affecting  the  City,  it 
has,  of  course,  been  advisable  that  there  should  be 
close  co-operation  between  the  new  Hetch  Hetchy 
Law  Department  and  the  City  Attorney's  Office. 
This  has  in  all  instances  been  preserved  and  the 
results  to  date  indicate  that  the  new  arrangement  is 
affording    a     satisfactory     solution     of    the     problem 
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which  confronted  the  City  Attorney  of  handling  the 
great  mass  of  general  litigation,  and  at  the  same 
time  of  having  at  least  one  attorney  devoting  his 
time  exclusively  to  the  law  work  on  the  Hetch 
Hetchy  project.  The  arrangement  has  the  further 
advantage  of  not  imposing  a  permanent  burden  on 
the  general  fund  raised  by  annual  taxation  for  the 
expense  of  legal  work  related  solely  to  a  project 
which  is  being  constructed  through  the  proceeds  of 
bond  issues.  The  expenses  of  the  Hetch  Hetchy 
Law  Department  are  paid  from  the  water  supply 
bond  proceeds,  and  the  whole  department  will,  of 
course,  terminate  with  the  completion  of  construc- 
tion of  the  project.  The  following  statements  of 
legal  accomplishments  in  the  matter  of  this  project 
may  therefore  be  taken  as  the  joint  results  of  the 
work  of  the  City  Attorney's  Office  and  the  new 
Hetch  Hetchy  Law  Department  during  the  past 
Fiscal  Year. 

HETCH  HETCHY  LITIGATION. 

Condemnation  Cases 

Two  condemnation  suits  were  tried  in  Tuolumne 
County  and  decrees  obtained  for  the  condemnation 
of  rights  of  way  for  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Railroad  dur- 
ing the  past  year.  In  one  of  these  cases  (City  and 
County  vs.  Cavagnaro  et  al.)  the  defendants  asked 
$220,000  as  compensation  for  a  right  of  way  across 
some  mining  claims.  After  a  jury  trial  lasting  three 
weeks  a  verdict  was  brought  in  awarding  the  land 
to  the  City  for  the  sum  of  $160.  Subsequently  a 
final  decree  and  writ  of  possession  were  obtained 
and  the  railroad  is  now  constructed  across  the  land 
in  controversy.  The  other  case  was  a  friendly  suit 
to  acquire  title  to  property  held  under  administra- 
tion  of  an   estate.     There   are  still   three  condemna- 
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tion  cases  pending  in  Tuolumne  County,  two  of  them 
involving  rights  of  way  and  one  of  them  the  acquisi- 
tion of  land  owned  by  the  Yosemite  Power  Company 
in  the  Poopenaut  Valley. 

Water  Rights  Suits 

The  suit  brought  against  the  City  by  the  Modesto 
Irrigation  District  in  Stanislaus  County  to  establish 
title  to  water  rights  in  excess  of  the  Raker  Bill 
allowances  is  still  pending.  Through  the  efforts  of 
the  City  Attorney's  Office  the  case  was  transferred 
to  San  Joaquin  County,  and  a  stipulation  made  that 
it  should  only  be  tried  before  a  judge  upon  whom 
both  parties  could  agree.  In  the  meantime,  the 
City  has  continued  its  hydrographic  surveys  in  the 
Modesto  District  under  the  general  direction  of  the 
City  Attorney's  Office,  with  a  view  to  gathering 
scientific  data  upon  wrhich  the  legal  rights  of  both 
parties  to  the  litigation  can  be  accurately  determined. 
This  work,  while  it  has  necessitated  some  expense 
to  the  City  in  the  employment  of  irrigation  experts. 
is  more  than  justified  by  the  importance  of  having 
accurate  data  with  which  to  offset  the  general  the- 
ories heretofore  promulgated  by  the  representatives 
of  the  irrigation  districts.  The  City's  water  rights 
on  the  Tuolumne  River  must  be  protected  at  all 
costs  if  the  project  is  to  be  a  success,  for,  of  course, 
the  City  water  rights  are  the  very  heart  of  the  entire 
project. 

There  are  still  pending  in  Tuolumne  County  two 
suits  brought  by  the  National  Park  Electric  Power 
Company  affecting  water  rights  on  the  Cherry  and 
Tuolumne  Rivers,  but  there  seems  little  probability 
of  their  being  seriously  pressed  by  the  plaintiff. 
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Interior  Department  Matters 

The  most  notable  victory  won  by  the  City  during 
the  past  year  before  the  Interior  Department  was 
the  denial  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  the 
application  of  the  Yosemite  Power  Company  for 
reservoir  privileges  in  the  Poopenaut  Valley.  The 
importance  to  the  City  of  this  decision  will  be  real- 
ized when  it  is  remembered  that  the  Poopenaut  Val- 
ley lies  on  the  Tuolumne  River  between  the  City's 
storage  dam  at  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  Early  Intake, 
where  the  tunnel  aqueduct  starts.  Had  the  Yosemite 
Power  Company  been  successful  in  this  application, 
it  would  have  been  physically  able,  at  least,  to  divert 
water  from  the  Tuolumne  below  the  City's  storage 
dam,  carry  it  around  the  Intake,  and  discharge  it 
into  the  river  at  a  point  so  low  down  as  to  make  its 
recapture  by  the  City  impossible.  The  denial  of  this 
application  removes  one  of  the  serious  threats  to 
the  legal  safety  of  the  project. 

There  are  still  pending  before  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  and  the  Department  of  Agriculture  other 
applications  of  the  Yosemite  Power  Company  for 
storage  privileges  on  the  South  and  Middle  Forks 
of  the  Tuolumne.  The  City  Attorney's  Office  has, 
during  the  past  year,  filed  protests  to  the  effect  that 
these  privileges  should  not  be  granted  unless  con- 
ditions are  inserted  in  the  permits  which  will  for- 
ever protect  the  City  in  the  fulfilment  of  its  obliga- 
tions under  the  Hetch  Hetchy  grant,  with  respect 
to  the  Modesto  and  Turlock  Irrigation  Districts. 
The  City  has  also  asked  that  an  absolute  denial  be 
made  of  all  applications  for  aqueduct  rights  on  the 
Main  Tuolumne  above  the  South  Fork  where  physi- 
cal interference  with  the  Hetch  Hetchy  project  would 
be  probable. 

The  National  Park  Electric  Power  Company  has 


18 


two  applications  pending  with  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  rights  of  way,  one  on  the  main  Tuol- 
umne and  Cherry  Rivers  and  the  other  on  the  South 
and  Middle  Forks  of  the  Tuolumne.  This  office  has 
filed  protests  against  both  of  these  applications  and 
is  confident  of  the  same  success  which  the  City  ex- 
perienced in  the  Yosemite   Power   Company   matter. 

In  addition  to  opposing  the  attempts  of  the 
Yosemite  Power  Company  to  establish  conflicting 
rights,  the  City  has  applied  for  numerous  privileges 
itself.  During  the  past  Fiscal  Year  applications  were 
filed  by  the  City  Attorney's  Office  with  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  for  various  rights  of  way  for 
railroad,  power  lines,  telephone  lines,  aqueduct  lines 
and  wagon  road  rights  of  way.  Under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Hetch  Hetchy  grant,  all  such  appli- 
cations and  location  maps  had  to  be  filed  prior  to 
December  19,  1916.  A  distinct  effort  was  therefore 
made  by  the  City  Attorney's  Office,  in  co-operation 
with  the  City  Engineer,  to  secure  every  possible 
right  of  way  privilege  that  would  be  needed  in  the 
construction  of  the  project.  Some  of  the  applications 
have  already  been  granted,  and  the  others  are  pro- 
gressing through  the  various  bureaus  of  the  Interior 
Department.  Favorable  action  in  the  near  future  is 
anticipated.  Acknowledgment  is  made  at  this  point 
of  the  valuable  work  of  the  City's  legal  representa- 
tive in  Washington,  D.  C,  Mr.  R.  Woodland  Gates, 
who  has  rendered  valuable  services  in  following  up 
these  various  applications  in  the  several  bureaus,  and 
securing  favorable  action  on  them  as  soon  as 
possible. 
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HETCH    HETCHY   RIGHT   OF   WAY 
ACQUISITION 

Acquisition  of  rights  of  way  for  the  Hetch  Hetchy 
project  has  been  energetically  continued  during  the 
past  Fiscal  Year  by  Mr.  Joseph  J.  Phillips,  the  City's 
right  of  way  agent.  Aside  from  his  task  of  keeping 
ahead  of  the  contractors  and  construction  crews  in 
his  purchases,  which  he  has  ably  performed  at  a 
minimum  expense  to  the  project,  he  has  succeeded 
in  maintaining  on  every  side  in  Tuolumne  County 
friendly  relations  between  the  local  inhabitants  and 
San  Francisco's  representatives,  a  problem  which  is 
not  always  easy  of  solution  where  large  construction 
work  is  in  progress. 

Hetch  Hetchy  Railroad 

The  work  of  acquiring  rights  of  way  for  the  sixty- 
seven  miles  of  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Transportation 
Railroad  has  been  practically  completed  during  the 
current  Fiscal  Year,  and  the  railroad  itself  finished 
as  far  as  the  Middle  Fork  of  the  Tuolumne.  This 
work  has  been  expedited  by  the  successful  termina- 
tion of  the  condemnation  suit  against  Cavagnaro 
et  al.,  to  which  reference  was  made  hereinabove. 
Several  owners  who  had  been  delaying  settlement 
were  influenced  by  the  outcome  of  that  litigation  to 
accept  the  City's  terms.  During  the  past  year  ap- 
proximately eight  miles  of  right  of  way  for  railroad 
purposes  were  acquired  from  twenty-three  owners 
of  agricultural,  homestead,  mining  claims,  townsite 
lots  and  other  holdings  through  which  the  railroad 
line  passes.  Many  claims  for  damages  resulting  from 
the  construction  of  the  road  were  settled. 

Aqueduct  Rights  of  Way 

The  work  of  acquiring  the  rights  of  way  for  the 
construction   of   the    Hetch    Hetchy   tunnel    aqueduct 
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was  commenced  in  the  early  part  of  1917.  To  date, 
with  the  exception  of  one  parcel,  all  of  the  aqueduct 
rights  of  way  numbering  eleven  parcels  have  been 
acquired  through  the  mountain  division  of  the  Hetch 
Hetchy  project — that  is,  between  the  Hetch  Hetchy 
Dam  Site  and  Priest  Regulating  Reservoir.  A  large 
portion  of  the  aqueduct  route  is,  of  course,  through 
government  land,  rights  to  which  were  secured  under 
the  terms  of  the  Hetch  Hetchy  grant.  Through 
private  lands  the  policy  has  been  followed  of  pur- 
chasing the  fee  of  the  land,  with  a  view  to  using  the 
surface  for  power  transmission  lines,  while  the  aque- 
duct tunnel  is  constructed  beneath  the  surface  to  a 
greater  or  less  depth.  It  has  also  been  necessary  to 
acquire  various  shaft  sites  and  dumping  privileges 
in  connection  with  the  aqueduct  route.  Further 
privileges  wTere  acquired  by  the  City's  right  of  way 
agent  for  the  boring  of  test  drill  holes,  designed  to 
enable  the  engineering  department  to  ascertain  the 
character  of  the  formation  through  which  the  tunnel 
is  to  pass.  Additional  land  has  also  been  acquired 
to  protect  the  drainage  into  the  Priest  Hill  forebay 
from  pollution. 

Power  Lines 

As  has  been  already  explained,  the  power  lines 
from  the  Early  Intake  Power  House  will  be  con- 
structed over  the  surface  of  the  aqueduct  right  of 
way. 

In  conclusion,  it  may  be  said  that  the  work  of 
acquiring  rights  of  way  for  the  mountain  division 
of  the  project  has  been  nearly  finished.  There  are 
a  few  litigated  matters  still  pending,  but  it  is  prob- 
able that  most  of  these  can  be  adjusted  satisfactorily 
to  the  City. 
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ADVISORY  WORK 

Considerable  time  has  also  been  given  by  the 
City  Attorney's  Office  and  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Law 
Department  to  requests  for  legal  advice  on  various 
matters  connected  with  the  project.  Specifications 
for  contracts  have  been  examined  and  such  assist- 
ance as  was  requested  by  the  engineering  depart- 
ment given,  in  order  to  insure  conformity  with  the 
law  in  drawing  these  specifications.  An  attempt  has 
been  made  to  furnish  the  City  Engineer  and  his 
assistants  in  direct  charge  of  the  construction  of 
this  great  project  all  possible  co-operation  from  the 
legal  department.  Acknowledgment  is  gratefully 
made  to  Mr.  John  Gartland,  attorney  for  the  Board 
of  Public  Works,  for  his  valuable  assistance  growing 
out  of  a  long  experience  and  expert  knowledge  of 
municipal  contracts. 

The  portion  of  this  report  relative  to  the  Hetch 
Hetchy  project  has  been  submitted  to  Mr.  Searls, 
the  attorney  in  charge  of  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Law 
Department,  and  is  approved  by  him  as  correct  in 
respect  to  all  matters  which  have  been  under  his 
charge. 

FOUR-TRACK  LITIGATION 

The  most  signal  victory  by  tlie  City  Attorney's 
Office  during  the  last  year  was  the  decision  by  Judge 
Hunt  in  the  United  States  District  Court,  sustaining 
the  right  of  the  City  to  parallel  the  tracks  of  the 
United  Railroads  on  Market  Street.  The  contro- 
versy arose  over  the  right  of  the  City  to  construct 
tracks  on  Market  Street  for  the  Church  Street  line, 
between  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  Church  Street.  It  is 
probably  the  most  important  decision  of  any  court 
in  this  State  on  a  public  question  given  in  many 
years. 
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Unless  this  decision  had  been  obtained  the 
Church  Street  line  could  not  have  been  completed 
and  the  project  of  connecting  up  Church  Street  with 
Van  Ness  Avenue  would  possibly  have  had  to  be 
abandoned  and  a  much  inferior  line  constructed. 

On  the  18th  day  of  January,  1917,  Judge  Hunt 
of  the  District  Court  held  that  the  provisions  of  the 
franchises  of  the  United  Railroads  did  not  prohibit 
the  City  from  constructing  tracks  on  Market  Street 
paralleling  the  tracks  of  the  United  Railroads  and 
that  the  City  was  at  liberty  to  proceed  to  lay  down 
its  tracks  on  Market  Street  if  it  so  desired.  The 
United  Railroads  is  perfecting  an  appeal  from  this 
decision,  but  it  is  felt  by  this  office  that  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  will  unquestionably  sus- 
tain the  decision  of  the  lower  court. 

MUNICIPAL  RAILWAYS   LITIGATION 

There  was  pending  at  the  beginning  of  the  pres- 
ent Fiscal  Year  and  carried  forward  from  the  pre- 
ceding Fiscal  Years  twelve  actions  against  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  damages  alleged 
to  have  been  received  in  accidents  arising  out  of  the 
operation  of  the  Municipal  Railways.  Of  these  ac- 
tions six  are  still  pending  and  with  the  exception 
of  one,  hereinafter  referred  to,  are  yet  to  be  tried 
in  the  Superior  Court.  One  action,  that  of  Reigle 
vs.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  for  damages 
due  to  the  death  of  Harry  H.  Reigle  in  a  collision 
between  an  automobile  in  which  he  was  driving  and 
a  Municipal  car  at  Geary  and  Steiner  Streets,  was 
determined  in  the  Superior  Court,  after  a  second 
trial,  adversely  to  the  City  and  County,  the  jury 
returning  a  verdict  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff  therein 
for  $10,000.  A  motion  for  a  new  trial  in  the  action 
is  now  pending  before  the  Superior  Court.     The  re- 
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maining  six  of  the  above  specified  actions  have  been 
finally  settled  and  determined  in  the  following  man- 
ner, to- wit: 

Three  by  judgment  in  favor  of  the  City ; 

One  by  judgment  adverse  to  the  City  in  the  sum 
of  $7500  and  afterwards  settled  for  $5000; 

Two  by  compromise  and  settlement  out  of  Court. 

There  was  instituted  during  the  present  Fiscal 
Year  18  new  actions  against  the  City,  practically  all 
of  them  being  for  damages  due  to  alleged  personal 
injuries  received  in  accidents  on  the  Municipal  Rail- 
ways. Of  these  actions  11  are  still  pending — 7  hav- 
ing been  disposed  of  as  follows: 

Four  by  judgment  in  favor  of  the  City; 

Three  by  compromise  and  settlement  before  trial. 

CLAIMS 

Accidents  and  claims  filed  and  adjusted  therein 
during  the  present  Fiscal  Year  show  a  marked  de- 
crease from  the  number  in  the  preceding  Fiscal  Year, 
this  due,  no  doubt,  to  the  end  of  the  Exposition 
period  and  consequently  less  number  of  passengers 
carried  and  car  miles  operated. 

A  larger  amount  of  money  was  expended  in 
settlement  of  claims  this  Fiscal  Year  as  compared 
with  last,  but  of  this  money  by  far  the  greater 
amount  was  paid  in  the  settlement  of  claims  which 
arose  out  of  accidents  that  took  place  during  the 
Exposition  year. 

There  is  added  to  this  report  the  table  below, 
which  is  interesting  from  a  statistical  point  of  view: 
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Fiscal    Year    Ending    June    30,    1917. 

Total    passengers    carried  during    the    year 36,234,723 

Car    miles    operated 5,317,269.51 

Number  of  passengers    to    mile 7 

Number  of  accident     reports     filed 1,321 

Number  of  accidents    fatal     4 

Number  of  accidents — personal    injuries 529 

Number  of  claims   settled  and   adjusted 74 

Number  of  suits    instituted     18 

Number  of  suits   pending    25 

Number  of  passengers    carried    per    accident    re- 
port      27,430 

Number  of  passengers    carried    per  personal    in- 
jury report    68,497 

Number  of  passengers  carried  per  fatal  accident  9,058,681 

Classification   and   Percentage   of   Various    Kinds 
of  Accidents. 

Ratio 

Car    collisions    38  .0289 

Auto  and  wagon   collisions 749  .5670 

Boarding    moving   car 155  .1173 

Leaving    moving    car 115  .0870 

Miscellaneous    264  .1998 

Total 1,321 

Percentage       of      accident       to       passengers 

carried     .000036 

Total   revenue    $1,509,648.61 

Total  amount  paid  in  accident  claims 15,988.05 

Ratio  to   operating  revenue .01 

RECAPITULATION. 

Amounts    Paid. 

41   Personal    damages     $15,131.90 

18  Automobile  damages    601.65 

6  Wagons    and   vehicles 148.00 

8  Damaged    wearing    apparel 76.50 

1   Miscellaneous    30.00 

Total     $15,988.05 
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SAN  CHRISTINA  AND  OTHER  TAX 
LITIGATION 

There  still  remain  for  final  determination  a  great 
number  of  suits  brought  for  the  recovery  of  taxes 
which  have  been  levied  in  past  years  over  and  above 
the  dollar  limit  formerly  prescribed  in  the  Charter. 
The  first  case  which  was  brought  to  trial  on  the 
facts  was  the  San  Christina  Investment  Company  vs. 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  No.  35773,  which 
has  been  tried,  and  all  the  evidence  introduced  before 
Judge  Seawell.  This  case  is  for  the  recovery  of  taxes 
paid  under  protest  for  the  Fiscal  Year  1910-11.  Be- 
ing the  first  case  which  presented  the  actual  facts 
and  evidence  to  the  Court,  it  is  considered  of  very 
great  importance.  The  trial  extended  over  a  period 
of  some  five  months  and  the  testimony  comprises  a 
record  of  some  three  thousand  typewritten  pages. 
There  are  sixty-seven  cases  for  the  same  Fiscal  Year, 
involving  claims  of  approximately  $320,000,  all  of 
which  depend  in  a  large  measure  upon  a  correct 
determination   of  the   San   Christina   case. 

This  office  feels  gratified  over  the  fact  that,  de- 
spite this  large  amount  of  money  involved  in  these 
aggregated  cases,  it  was  able  to  make  a  final  pre- 
sentation of  the  San  Christina  case  at  a  cost  of  less 
than  $4000.  It  should  be  noted  that  this  was  done, 
although  the  case  involved  the  validity  of  an  excess 
levy  of  29  cents  to  take  care  of  earthquake  and  fire 
conditions  with  reference  to:  1st,  streets,  sewers 
and  public  buildings ;  2nd,  Fire  Department  build- 
ings and  equipment;  3rd,  Police  Department  build- 
ings and  equipment;  4th,  School  buildings  and 
equipment;  5th,  sanitation  conditions.  All  of  the 
above  caused  by  the  fire  and  earthquake  of  1906. 
This  entire  range  of  subject-matters,  as  existing  at 
the   beginning   of    the    Fiscal    Year    1910-11,    and    as 
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created  by  the  fire  and  earthquake  of  1906,  had  to 
be  presented  in  as  clear  a  manner  as  possible  to  the 
Court. 

Judge  Seawell  has  requested  that  argument  in 
the  San  Christina  case  be  postponed  until  the  Su- 
preme Court  has  finally  passed  on  the  points  of  law 
involved  in  the  case  of  Alexander  Keyes  vs.  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco.  In  this  latter  case 
action  was  brought  for  the  recovery  of  taxes  paid 
over  the  dollar  limit,  for  the  Fiscal  Year  1911-12. 
It  is  to  a  certain  extent  a  test  case  for  that  year  and 
for  the  years  1912-13,  1913-14  and  1914-15.  That  is, 
so  far  as  certain  points  of  law  are  concerned. 

The  principal  points  involved  are  the  right  of  a 
taxpayer  to  sue  at  all  for  the  recovery  of  taxes  paid 
to  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  This 
office  has  presented  the  claim  that  the  Code  sections 
on  this  subject  do  not  apply  to  San  Francisco.  Also 
that  the  old  Charter  limit  of  taxation  of  $1  on  $100 
valuation,  referred  only  to  taxes  raised  for  municipal 
purposes  and  not  to  taxes  raised  for  county  or  state 
purposes.  The  case  was  decided  in  favor  of  the  City 
in  both  the  Superior  Court  and  the  District  Court 
of  Appeal.  A  petition  for  hearing  in  the  Supreme 
Court  was  then  granted  by  the  latter  Court  and  the 
matter  has  been  argued  and  submitted  to  that  Court, 
but  not  yet  decided. 

Nine  hundred  cases  involving  taxes  for  the  Fiscal 
Years  1911-12,  1912-13,  1913-14  and  1914-15,  have 
been  filed  against  the  City  and  the  amount  of  taxes 
involved  is  approximately  $1,176,404.30. 

These  figures  suggest  the  great  importance  of  the 
points  of  law  at  issue  in  the  Keyes  case  and  also  of 
the  correct  determination  of  the  actual  existence  of 
an   emergency   and   necessity   authorizing   the   ex 
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levy,  in  the  San  Christina  case,  in  which  case  volumi- 
nous evidence  on  this  point  was  submitted  to  the 
Court. 

The  Charter  amendment  adopted  by  the  people  of 
this  City,  and  approved  by  the  Legislature  in  1915, 
removed  many  of  the  former  limitations  placed  upon 
the  tax  levying  powers  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 
As  a  result  no  suits  have  been  brought  on  the  tax 
levy  for  1915-16  or  for  1916-17. 

TWIN  PEAKS  TUNNEL 

The  Twin  Peaks  Tunnel  was  completed  in  the 
month  of  June,  1917,  and  accepted  by  the  City.  It 
was  over  three  years  building  and  many  legal  mat- 
ters connected  with  the  actual  construction  of  the 
project,  the  levying  and  collection  of  the  assess- 
ments, and  litigation  connected  therewith,  required 
the  constant  attention  of  this  office.  The  original 
proceedings  for  the  levying  of  the  assessment  were 
prepared  in  the  City  Attorney's  Office  and  it  is 
gratifying  to  observe  that  this  very  large  project 
has  been  completed  under  the  procedure  outlined  by 
the  office. 

There  is  still  pending  several  cases  involving  the 
legality  of  the  assessment,  all  of  which  have  been 
determined  favorable  to  the  City  in  the  lower  Court, 
and  there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  the  decision 
of  the  lower  Court  will  be  sustained. 

STOCKTON   STREET  TUNNEL 

During  the  last  year  the  Supreme  Court  has  de- 
cided in  favor  of  the  City,  sustaining  the  proceedings 
under  which  the  Stockton  Street  Tunnel  was  con- 
structed. The  test  case  was  entitled  Hayne  vs. 
City  and   County  of  San  Francisco  and  in  that  case 
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the  Supreme  Court  sustained  fully  the  Stockton 
Street  Tunnel  proceedings.  The  case  is  an  import- 
ant one  to  the  City  for  the  reason  that  it  finally 
places  approval  on  the  method  of  procedure  that 
was  employed  in  both  the  Stockton  Street  Tunnel 
and  the  Twin  Peaks  Tunnel,  and  it  is  believed  that 
this  decision  settles  the  controversies  that  arose  from 
dissatisfied  property  owners  in  the  Twin  Peaks  Tun- 
nel assessment  district. 

The  TwTin  Peaks  Tunnel  project  and  the  Stockton 
Street  Tunnel  project  were  the  two  largest  projects 
ever  undertaken  under  the  assessment  plan.  The 
procedure  for  carrying  them  through  was  new  and 
novel  and  the  Hayne  case  has  settled  in  this  State 
many  disputed  points  in  local  improvement  matters. 

EXTENSION   OF  THE  BOULEVARD   SYSTEM 

The  City  Attorney's  Office  has  been  called  upon 
during  the  past  year  to  acquire  numerous  tracts  of 
land  needed  by  the  City  for  the  extension  of  the 
great  boulevard  system  now  under  construction.  A 
brief  mention  may  be  made  of  some  of  the  more 
important  purchases  for  this  purpose. 

Marina  Boulevard 

Through  arrangements  made  with  the  property 
owners  along  the  route  of  this  proposed  boulevard, 
a  considerable  area  of  land  has  been  acquired  for 
its  construction  without  the  expenditure  of  any 
money.  The  consideration  given  in  each  case  was 
a  deed  to  the  land  contained  in  adjacent  streets 
which  were  necessarily  closed  through  the  construc- 
tion of  the  boulevard.  The  area  so  deeded  in  ex- 
change was  in  every  case  less  than  that  acquired 
by  the  City.  Arrangements  have  now  been  com- 
pleted for  the  acquisition  of  all  the  land  needed  for 
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this  boulevard  between  Van   Ness   Avenue   and   the 
Presidio. 

Hunters  Point  Road 

The  exigencies  of  naval  construction  and  the  de- 
mand for  a  residential  district  in  the  neighborhood 
of  the  great  industrial  center  of  the  City  has  made 
it  imperative  that  a  paved  street  be  built  through 
the  entire  length  of  Hunters  Point,  terminating  at 
the  present  Union  Iron  Works  Dry  Dock.  The  City 
Attorney  was  directed  by  resolution  of  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  to  acquire  the  land  for  the  purposes 
of  this  proposed  street,  which  is  to  be  eighty  feet  in 
width  and  paved  with  standard  bitumen  paving  on 
concrete  base.  Twelve  purchases  of  land  have  been 
made  by  the  City  Attorney's  Office  from  adjacent 
property  owners,  and  a  large  tract  has  been  acquired 
by  donation  from  the  Water  Front  Land  Corpora- 
tion, conditioned  upon  the  City's  performing  the 
street  work  thereon.  Proceedings  are  now  under 
way  in  the  Board  of  Public  Works  for  the  construc- 
tion of  this  avenue,  which  will  open  up  for  residen- 
tial purposes  a  highly  desirable  section  of  the  City. 

Sloat  Boulevard  Widening 

The  work  of  acquiring  land  for  the  proposed 
widening  of  Sloat  Boulevard  to  a  total  width  of  135 
feet  has  been  practically  completed  during  the  past 
year  through  the  efforts  of  the  City  Attorney's 
Office.  An  agreement  was  entered  into  with  the 
United  Railroads  and  its  subsidiary  corporation, 
through  which  they  exchanged  20  feet  of  their  pri- 
vate right  of  way  along  the  present  north  line  of  this 
boulevard  for  a  20-foot  strip  of  roadway  lying  im- 
mediately south  of  their  right  of  way,  and  have 
agreed  to  move  their  tracks  20  feet  south  of  their 
present  location.     The  usual  proceedings  for  closing 
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the  portion  of  the  roadway  to  be  deeded  to  the  Com- 
pany, and  the  exchange  of  lands  under  the  provis- 
ions of  the  Charter  were  carried  through  by  this 
office.  The  deeds  are  now  ready  for  delivery.  In 
addition  to  this,  deeds  have  been  acquired  for  a  30- 
foot  strip  lying  north  of  the  former  street  railroad 
right  of  way  from  a  large  number  of  owners  of 
property  along  said  line.  This  office  was  able, 
through  negotiations,  to  have  all  of  said  property 
donated  to  the  City  in  consideration  of  the  City's 
agreement  to  do  the  street  work.  A  few  deeds  still 
remain  to  be  obtained,  and  as  soon  as  they  are  se- 
cured the  new  roadway  will  be  formally  dedicated. 
To  any  one  familiar  with  this  section  of  San  Fran- 
cisco and  the  crowded  condition  of  motor  and  vehic- 
ular traffic  on  the  30-foot  paved  strip  lying  south  of 
the  railroad  tracks,  the  proposed  widening  and  pav- 
ing of  a  new  strip  will  appear  as  a  very  desirable 
improvement.  Xeedless  to  say,  it  will  also  greatly 
enhance  the  beauty  and  attractiveness  of  one  of  the 
finest  boulevards  of  the  City,  which  leads  directly 
from  the  Ocean  to  the  new  residential  district 
of  Twin  Peaks. 

HONORA   SHARP"  BEQUEST,   AND 
SPRECKELS-MURPHEY  TRUST 

The  above  matter  has  been  pending  for  several 
years  on  account  of  extensive  litigation  brought  by 
different  parties  to  prevent  the  final  carrying  out  of 
this  trust  for  the  benefit  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco.  It  is  now,  however,  completely 
terminated  so  far  as  Trustee  A.  B.  Spreckels  is  con- 
cerned ;  and  with  reference  to  Trustee  Samuel  (i. 
Murphey,  he  has  recently  delivered  to  the  City 
torney's  Office  a  conveyance  of  the  410  acres  of  land 
located  in  San  Mateo  County,  being  a  portion  of  the 
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San  Pedro  Rancho.  Mr.  Spreckels  conveyed,  through 
this  office,  not  only  his  interest  in  this  land,  but  also 
forty  thousand  dollars  in  cash,  which  money  obliga- 
tion is  still  to  be  carried  out  by  Mr.  Murphey. 

Honora  Sharp  left  a  bequest  of  two  hundred 
thousand  dollars  outright  to  the  late  Reuben  H. 
Lloyd  and  A.  B.  Spreckels.  They  in  turn  declared 
a  trust  for  the  benefit  of  the  City,  and  particularly 
for  the  erection  of  a  Memorial  Gate  in  Golden  Gate 
Park  in  memory  of  the  late  husband  of  the  afore- 
said Honora  Sharp. 

Subsequently,  and  upon  the  death  of  Mr.  Lloyd, 
Samuel  G.  Murphey  was  substituted  by  the  co-trus- 
tee, Mr.  Spreckels,  for  and  in  place  of  Mr.  Lloyd. 
Then,  these  trustees  received  from  the  said  estate  of 
Honora  Sharp  the  sum  of  eighty  thousand  dollars 
in  cash  and  410  acres  of  land  in  San  Mateo  County, 
just  below  Salada  Beach,  and  did  acknowledge  the 
said  receipt  of  money  and  lands  as  being  complete 
payment  by  the  said  estate  to  them,  as  trustees,  of 
any  moneys  due  to  them  from  the  estate. 

Mr.  Spreckels  has,  as  above  stated,  deeded  his 
one-half  interest  in  this  land  to  the  City  and  de- 
livered the  one-half  of  the  eighty  thousand  dollars 
which  was  under  his  control.  Upon  the  delivery  by 
Mr.  Murphey  of  his  one-half  of  this  eighty  thousand 
dollars  the  matter  will  be  finally  closed. 

There  have  been  years  of  litigation,  and  different 
authorizations  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  were 
necessary  before  this  case  could  be  finally  settled 
along  the  lines  above  described.  The  City  takes  the 
land  with  the  obligation  to  use  the  same  as  a  public 
park  to  be  known  as  the  "Sharp  Park".  Superin- 
tendent of  Parks  John  McLaren  has  already  made 
some  improvements  along  the  beach  side  of  this  land. 
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REAL  ESTATE  ACQUIRED  BY  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  DURING  1916-17 

During  the  fiscal  year  1916-17  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco  acquired  the  following  property 
for  the  purposes  specified : 

Fremont  School 

Margaret  J.  T.  Reid,  a  femme  sole,  to  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal  cor- 
poration, recorded  July  8,  1916,  at  11 :28  o'clock 
a.  m.,  Liber  922  Deeds,  page  334. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
North  McAllister  Street,  87  feet  6  inches  West 
Broderick  Street,  West  25  feet  x  North  112  feet 
6  inches.  Being  portion  of  Western  Addition 
Block  No.  530. 

Daniel  Webster  School 

Julia  U.  Miser,  formerly  Julia  U.  Sutherland,  and 
J.  E.  Miser,  her  husband,  to  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal  corporation,  re- 
corded July  13,  1916,  at  4:21  o'clock  p.  m., 
Liber  926  Deeds,  page  329. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
West  Texas  Street,  125  feet  North  Twentieth 
Street,  North  25  feet  x  West  100  feet.  Being 
portion  of  Potrero  Nuevo  Block  No.  267. 
Albert  Johnson  and  Genevieve  Johnson,  his  wife, 
to  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a  mu- 
nicipal corporation,  recorded  July  22,  1916,  at 
11:06  o'clock  a.  m.,  Liber  923  Deeds,  page  389. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
West  Texas  Street,  150  feet  North  Twentieth 
Street,  North  25  feet  x  West  100  feet.  Being 
portion  of  Potrero  Nuevo  Block  No.  267. 
Charles  M.  Young,  an  unmarried  man,  of  Berke- 
ley, Alameda  County,  California,  to  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal  corpora- 
tion, recorded  July  22,  1916,  at  11:07  o'clock 
a.  m.,  Liber  923  Deeds,  page  390. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows  : 
West  Texas  Street,  125  feet  South  Nineteenth 
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Street,  South  25  feet  x  West  100  feet.  Being 
portion  of  Potrero  Nuevo  Block  No.  267. 
James  Stewart  and  Grace  Stewart,  his  wife,  to 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal 
corporation,  recorded  August  16,  1916,  at  3  :07 
o'clock  p.  m.,  Liber  933  Deeds,  page  360. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows: 
East  Missouri  Street,  ISO  feet  North  Twentieth 
Street,  North  25  feet  x  East  100  feet.  Being 
portion  of  Potrero  Nuevo  Block  No.  267. 
Alexander  Brander,  Nora  Brander,  his  wife,  and 
Mary  Brander,  a  single  woman,  to  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal  corpora- 
tion, recorded  October  17,  1916,  at  3:03  o'clock 
p.  m.,  Liber  966  Deeds,  page  162. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
West  Texas  Street,  225  feet  North  Twentieth 
Street,  North  25  feet  x  West  100  feet.  Being 
portion  of  Potrero  Nuevo  Block  No.  267. 

Sherman  School 

Edmund  C.  Burr  and  Anna  B.  Burr,  his  wife,  to 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal 
corporation,  recorded  November  23,  1916,  at 
4:42  o'clock  p.  m.,  Liber  970  Deeds,  page  236. 
Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
North  Green  Street,  190  feet  11^  inches  West 
Franklin  Street,  North  137  feet  6  inches,  South- 
west 144  feet  8^  inches,  East  45  feet  0^ 
inches.  Being  portion  of  Western  Addition 
Block  No.  117. 

Fairmount  School 

James  Kane  and  Mary  Kane  to  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal  corporation,  re- 
corded December  1,  1916,  at  9:47  o'clock  a.  m., 
Liber  977  Deeds,  page  207. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
North  Randall  Street,  177  feet  East  Chenery 
Street,  East  26  feet  x  North  133  feet,  more  or 
less,  etc.    Lots  5  and  6,  Block  29,  Fairmount. 

Lois  Nessier,  also  known  as  Louis  Nessier,  and 
Filomena  Nessier,  his  wife,  to  City  and  County 
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of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal  corporation,  re- 
corded January  26,  1917,  at  12:15  o'clock  p.  m., 
Liber  991  Deeds,  page  128. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows: 
North  Randall  Street,  255  feet  9  inches  East 
Chenery  Street,  East  27  feet  x  North  133  feet. 
etc.  Part  Lots  5  and  6,  Block  No.  29,  Fair- 
mount. 

Ella  M.  Leigh  and  Margaret  E.  Lees,  to  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal  corpora- 
tion, recorded  February  1,  1917,  at  4:16  o'clock 
p.  m.,  Liber  986  Deeds,  page  192. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
North  Randall  Street,  125  feet  East  Chenery 
Street,  East  26  feet,  etc.  Part  Lot  4,  Block 
No.  29,  Fairmount. 

Josephine  M.  Olmo  and  Peter  J.  Olmo,  her  hus- 
band, to  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a 
municipal  corporation,  recorded  February  10, 
1917,  at  9:59  o'clock  a.  m.,  Liber  967  Deeds, 
page  382. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follow s  : 
North  Randall  Street,  203  feet  East  Chenery 
Street,  East  26  feet,  North  133  feet,  etc.  Por- 
tion Lots  Nos.  5  and  6,  Block  No.  29,  Fair- 
mount. 

John  Brennan  and  Bridget  Brennan,  his  wife,  to 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal 
corporation,  recorded  March  22,  1917,  at  10:05 
o'clock  a.  m.,  Liber  1015  Deeds,  page  21. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
North  Randall  Street,  229  feet  East  Chenery 
Street,  East  26  feet  9  inches  x  North  133  feet, 
etc.  Lots  Nos.  5  and  6,  Block  No.  29,  Fair- 
mount. 

Michael  Gilbride  and  Bridget  Gilbride,  his  wife,  to 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal 
corporation,  recorded  July  24,  1917,  in  Liber 
1015  of  Deeds,  page  330. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follow- : 
North  Randall  Street,  151  feet  East  Chenery 
Street,  East  26  feet  by  North  133  feet,  more  or 
less. 
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Ella  M.  Leigh  and  Margaret  E.  Lees,  to  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal  corpora- 
tion, recorded  February  1,  1917. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
Northeast  corner  Randall  and  Chenery  Streets, 
North  50  feet  by  125  feet. 

Michael  Tomosich,  to  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a  municipal  corporation,  recorded 
February  1,  1917. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
East  Chenery  Street,  100  feet  North  of  Randall 
Street,  North  25  feet  by  125  feet. 

Joseph  P.  Feerick  and  Katherine  M.  Feerick,  to 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal 
corporation,  recorded  February  1,  1917. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
East  Chenery  Street,  125  feet  North  of  Randall 
Street,  North  25  feet  by  125  feet. 

Denis  B.  Foley  and  Pauline  M.  Foley,  to  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal  corpora- 
tion, recorded  January  29,  1917. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
East  Chenery  Street,  75  feet  North  of  Randall 
Street,  North  25  feet  by  125  feet. 

Daniel  Angus  McDonald  and  Julia  McDonald,  to 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal 
corporation,  recorded  March  1,  1917. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
East  Chenery  Street,  50  feet  North  of  Randall 
Street,  North  25  feet  by  125  feet. 

Islais  Street,  Widening  of 

Joseph  B.  Coryell,  to  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a  municipal  corporation,  recorded 
April  17,  1917. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
East  corner  Selby  Street  and  Davidson  Ave- 
nue, Southeast  on  Northeast  line  of  Davidson 
Avenue  20.76  feet,  North  42.47  feet,  Southwest 
37.05  feet  to  beginning. 

Joseph  B.  Coryell,  to  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a  municipal  corporation,  recorded 
April  17,  1917. 
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Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
Northeast  Burke  Avenue  and  South  Islais 
Street,  East  312.154  feet;  Southeast  along 
Arthur  Avenue  21.851  feet,  West  parallel  with 
Islais  Street  312.154  feet,  Northwest  21.851 
feet. 

Joseph  B.  Coryell,  to  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a  municipal  corporation,  recorded 
April  17,  1917. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows  : 
South  Islais  Street  and  Xorthwest  Rankin 
Street,  West  500.696  feet,  Southeast  50.52  feet, 
East  448.108  feet,  Northeast  14.572  feet. 

Paul  F.  Kingston  and  John  Kingston,  to  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal  corpora- 
tion, recorded  April  17,  1917.  (Part  of  J.  B. 
Coryell  arrangement  for  widening  of  Islais 
Street.) 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
Southeast  Rankin  Street  and  Southwest  Islais 
Street,  Southeast  25  feet  6y2  inches,  thence 
23  degrees  51  minutes  43  seconds  to  left  55 
feet  9  inches,  Southeast  21.859  feet.  etc. 

Civic  Center 

Almira  T.  D.  Sherwood,  to  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  a  municipal  corporation,  re- 
corded August  8,  1916. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follow-  : 
Point  350  feet  Northeast  of  Marshall  Square 
and  100  feet  Northwest  of  Market  Street, 
Northwest  100  feet  by  Northeast  50  feet. 

California  Pacific  Title  Insurance  Company,  to 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal 
corporation,  recorded  August  8,   1916. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follov, 
Point  275   feet   Northeast   of   Marshall    Square 
and     100    feet    Northwest    of     Market     Street, 
Northwest  100  feet  by  Northeast  25  feet. 

Fire  Department 

E.  W.  Newell,  to  City  and  County   of  San   Fran- 
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cisco,  a  municipal  corporation,  recorded  Octo- 
ber 10,  1916. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
Southwest  Vermont  and  Twenty-fifth  Streets, 
South  75  feet  by  100  feet. 

Hunters  Point  Boulevard 

Martha  Bjorkman  Kitterman,  to  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal  corporation,  re- 
corded December  26,  1916. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
Southwest  Hudson  Avenue  and  Northwest 
Hawes  Street,  Southwest   100  feet  by  16  feet. 

Herman  F.  Gillberg,  to  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a  municipal  corporation,  recorded 
February  20,  1917. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
Northeast  Innes  Avenue  and  Northwest  Hawes 
Street,  Northeast  100  by  Northwest  16  feet. 

John  A.  McGregor  to  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a  municipal  corporation,  recorded 
December  26,  1916. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows: 
Northeast  Innes  Avenue  and  Southeast  Dona- 
hue Street,  Northeast  200  feet  by  Southeast 
16  feet. 

Bernhard  Kennedy  (also  called  Bernard  Kennedy) 
to  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a  munic- 
ipal corporation,  recorded  December  26,    1916. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
Southwest  Galvez  Avenue  and  Southeast 
Donahue  Street,  Southwest  100  feet  by  South- 
east 16  feet. 

Northeast  Hudson  Avenue  and  Southeast 
Donahue  Street,  Northeast  100  feet  by  South- 
east 16  feet. 

The  City  obtained  title  to  an  undivided  5/6 
of  this  property  by  deed  from  Katherine  Hof- 
stetter,  recorded  December  26,  1916;  the  other 
1/6  is  outstanding  in  Ruth  Hofstetter  (a 
minor).  Condemnation  suit  of  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco  vs.  Bjorkman  et  al.,  Superior 
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Court  No.  78005,  covering  this  and  other  prop- 
erty for  Hunters  Point  Boulevard,  is  still 
pending. 

Estate  of  John  W.  Shirley  et  al.,  who  deeded  to 
California  Pacific  Title  Insurance  Company. 
Deed  from  California  Pacific  Title  Insurance 
Company  to  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
recorded  May  4,  1917. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
Point  27.566  feet  Southwest  of  Fairfax  Avenue 
and  225  feet  Northwest  of  Boalt  Street,  South- 
west 72.434  feet,  Northwest  75  feet,  Northeast 
42.974  feet,  thence  80.577  feet  to  beginning. 

J.  G.  Walker  Company,  who  deeded  to  California 
Pacific  Title  Insurance  Company.  Deed  from 
California  Pacific  Title  Insurance  Company  to 
City  and  Countv  of  San  Francisco  recorded 
May  4,  1917. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
Southwest  Fairfax  Avenue,  150  feet  Northwest 
of  Boalt  Street,  Southwest  84.055  feet  deflect- 
ing to  the  right  and  running  43.613  feet,  North- 
west 34.407  feet;  Northeast  72.434  feet,  East 
75.402  feet,  Southwest  4.819  feet. 

Carl  G.  A.  Nass  to  City  and  Count}  of  San  Fran- 
cisco, a  municipal  corporation,  recorded  Janu- 
ary 10,  1917. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
Southwest  Fairfax  Avenue,  75  feet  Northwest 
of  Boalt  Street,  Northwest  25  feet,  Southwest 
74.235  feet,  East  25  feet,  more  or  less,  North- 
east 54.596  feet. 

Mary  Ward  and  Rose  Ryan,  who  deeded  to  Cali- 
fornia Pacific  Title  Insurance  Company.  Deed 
from  California  Pacific  Title  Insurance  Com- 
pany to  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  re- 
corded May  4,  1917. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
Southwest  Fairfax  Avenue,  100  feet  Northwest 
of  Boalt  Street,  Northwest  50  feet,  Southwest 
84.055  feet,  East  53.718  feet,  Northeast  64.415 
feet. 
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Lippard  Street,  Extension  of 

Helena  Schnee  to  City  and  County  of  San  Fran- 
cisco, a  municipal  corporation,  recorded  March 
7,  1917. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
North  Joost  Avenue,  300  feet  East  of  Acadia 
Street,  East  25  feet,  North  81.139  feet,  West 
16.435  feet,  South  36.72  feet,  South  49.59  feet. 
Samuel  Snow  to  City  and  County  of  San  Fran- 
cisco, a  municipal  corporation,  recorded  March 
7,  1917. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
North  Joost  Avenue,  325  feet  East  of  Acadia 
Street,  East  25  feet,  North  74.758  feet,  West 
25.797  feet,  South  81.139  feet. 

Division  Street,  Widening  of 

Southern  Pacific  Railroad  Company  to  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  a  municipal  corpora- 
tion, recorded  December  14,  1916. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
Commencing  at  the  point  of  intersection  of 
the  Northerly  line  of  Division  Street  and  the 
Easterly  line  of  York  Street,  running  thence 
Northerly  along  said  line  of  York  Street  34 
feet;  thence  Southeasterly  133.125  feet,  more  or 
less,  to  the  Northerly  line  of  Division  Street  at 
a  point  distant  thereon  128.917  feet  Easterly 
from  the  Easterly  line  of  York  Street ;  thence 
Westerly  along  said  Northerly  line  of  Division 
Street  128.917  feet  to  the  point  of  commence- 
ment. 

Army  Street,  Straightening  of 

Deed  from  Sarah  Lambert  to  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  a  municipal  corporation,  re- 
corded June  27,  1916. 

Covering  the  property  described  as  follows : 
Commencing  at  a  point  on  the  Easterly  line  of 
Twin  Peaks  Avenue,  distant  thereon  36  feet 
Northerly  from  the  Northerly  line  of  Army 
Street,  as  established  by  Resolution  No.  12452 
(New    Series)    of    the    Board    of    Supervisors, 
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January  28,  1916,  and  running  thence  Easterly 
and  parallel  with  the  said  Northerly  line  of 
Army  Street  143.82  feet;  thence  North  66  de- 
grees 30  minutes  East  39.45  feet,  the  bearing 
of  Army  Street  being  assumed  to  be  East  and 
West;  thence  North  and  parallel  with  Twin 
Peaks  Avenue  76.34  feet;  thence  South  66  de- 
grees 30  minutes  West  81.78  feet;  thence  South 
and  parallel  with  Twin  Peaks  Avenue  29.46 
feet ;  thence  West  and  parallel  with  Army  Street 
105  feet  to  a  point  on  the  Easterly  line  of  Twin 
Peaks  Avenue,  distant  thereon  66  feet  North- 
erly from  the  said  Northerly  line  of  Army 
Street;  thence  South  along  the  said  Easterly 
line  of  Twin  Peaks  Avenue  30  feet  to  the  point 
of  commencement.  Being  a  portion  of  Lots  20, 
21,  22  and  23,  in  Block  No.  23,  Stanford 
Heights  Addition. 

The  foregoing  purchases,  including  the  legal  de- 
tails of  the  transfers,  were  conducted  through  this 
office. 


OPINIONS    RENDERED    TO    VARIOUS 
DEPARTMENTS 

July  1,  1916— June  30,   1917 

Assessor : 

February  28,  1917 — Advising  that  personal  prop- 
erty of  a  deceased  resident  of  a  foreign  country 
in  the  hands  of  a  local  or  ancillary  administra- 
tor is  assessable. 

May  25,  1917 — Denning  savings  banks  for  pur- 
poses of  assessment. 

Auditor : 

August  31,  1916 — Advising  that  demands  for  pur- 
chase of  uniforms  for  elevator  operators  are 
not  valid. 
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September  25,  1916 — Validity  of  demands  for  sta- 
tionery furnished  in  cases  of  great  necessity  on 
non-contract   orders. 

October  18,  1916 — Advising  that  demands  on 
school  funds  must  be  approved  by  the  Board 
of   Education. 

October  24,  1916 — Legality  of  position  of  confi- 
dential secretary  to  Chief  of  Police. 

December  2,  1916 — Validity  of  employment  of 
Klink,   Bean  &  Co.,  expert  accountants. 

December  15,  1916 — Advising  that  item  in  budget 
for  Superintendent  of  Schools'  traveling  ex- 
penses and  incidentals  is  part  of  the  Common 
School  Fund  and  cannot  be  drawn  upon  except 
by  approval  of  the  Board  of  Education. 

January  17,  1917 — Advising  that  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  call  for  bids  in  the  purchase  of  pat- 
ented articles. 

January  29,  1917,  and  February  1,  1917 — Notices 
to  withhold  payments  to  contractor  for  Hetch 
Hetchy  Railway  on  account  of  supplies  fur- 
nished  and  work  done  for  sub-contractors. 

February  10,  1917 — Payment  to  Beatrice  Heaney 
of  two  salaries,  one  as  day  school  teacher  and 
the  other  as  night  school  teacher. 

February  19,  1917 — Validity  of  contract  with  Rob- 
ert M.  Searls  as  special  counsel  on  the  Hetch 
Hetchy  project. 

March  3,  1917 — Validity  of  demand  of  Kate  L. 
Grace  for  services  rendered  as  teacher  during 
the  years  1909  and  1910. 

March  22,  1917 — Control  of  Playground  Commis- 
sion over  playground  funds. 

April  11,  1917— Power  of  Board  of  Public  Works 
to  increase  the  salaries  of  its  employees. 
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Civil  Service  Commission: 

September  27,  1916 — Reinstatement  of  conductor 
on  Municipal  Railway. 

May  8,  1917 — Change  in  compensation  of  watch- 
man employed  by  Board  of  Public  Works. 

Education,  Board  of: 

December  15,  1916 — Advising  that  item  in  budget 
for  Superintendent  of  Schools'  traveling  ex- 
penses and  incidentals  is  a  part  of  the  Common 
School  Fund  and  cannot  be  drawn  upon  except 
by  approval  of  the  Board  of  Education. 

March  15,  1917 — Control  by  Board  of  Education 
of  appropriations  for  school  purposes. 

April  20,  1917 — Advising  that  Board  of  Educa- 
tion cannot  accept  bid  not  accompanied  by  cer- 
tified  check. 

June  8,  1917 — Limitation  on  expenditures  of 
Board  of  Education. 

Electricity,   Department   of: 

August  5,  1916 — Requiring  public  service  corpo- 
rations to  report  electrical  installations  and  pax- 
inspection   fees. 

June  13.  1917 — Compelling  payment  of  inspection 
fees. 

Fire  Commissioners : 

March  9,  1917 — Liability  of  contractor  for  defects 
in   fire  apparatus. 

Fire  Pension  Fund   Commissioners,   Board  of: 

February  1,  1917 — Advising  that  marine  firemen 
employed  on  the  fire  boats  are  entitled  to  pen- 
sion  relief. 
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Health,  Board   of: 

June  30,  1917 — Changing  plumbers  and  plumbing 
inspectors  to  a  per  diem  basis  of  employment, 
and  paying  them  full  salaries  for  Saturday 
afternoons   and   holidays. 

Mayor : 

October  13,  1916 — Uniform  Accounting  System 
for  Municipal  Departments. 

Park  Commissioners,  Board  of: 

August  2,  1916 — Advising  that  park  employees  are 
entitled  to  an  annual  vacation. 

Playground   Commissioners,   Board  of: 

January  11,  1917 — Advising  that  charter  prohibits 
transfer  of  any  portion  of  Mission  Park  to 
jurisdiction  of  the  Playground  Commissioners 
for  playground  purposes,  and  that  budget  ap- 
propriation out  of  the  General  Fund  to  Play- 
ground Commission  for  improvement  of  Mis- 
sion Park  cannot  be  transferred  to  the  Park 
Fund. 

Police   Commissioners,   Board  of: 

January   2,    1917 — Granting   of   permits   for   jitney 

busses. 
June   11,   1917 — Lithographed  signatures  to  jitney 
bonds. 

Public  Works,  Board  of: 

September  27,  1916 — Leasing  for  hospital  purposes 
building  erected  before  adoption  of  the  Build- 
ing Law. 

September  30,  1916 — Advising  that  the  Supervis- 
ors cannot  force  the  Board  of  Public  Works 
to  do  public  work  by  contract. 

December    12,    1916 — Claim    for    compensation    of 
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Burritt  N.  Dow,  occulist,  for  treatment  of  J. 
W.  O'Donnell,  a  street  sweeper. 

December  28,  1916 — Allowances  to  James  B. 
McSheehy  on  contract  for  work  at  the  San 
Francisco   Hospital. 

January  24,  1917 — Advising  that  city  has  no  title 
to  alleyway  running  northerly  from  Commer- 
cial street,  westerly  from   Montgomery  street. 

January  31,  1917 — Assessment  of  city  property  for 
improvement  of  crossing  of  Excelsior  avenue 
and  London  street. 

February  2,  1917 — Advising  that  Chatham  place 
is  in  private  ownership. 

February  10,  1917 — Ownership  of  property  at 
westerly  end  of  Lily  street. 

February  14,  1917 — Extra  work  on  Twin  Peaks 
Tunnel   contract. 

April  3,  1917 — Advising  that  neither  the  approval 
by  the  Finance  Committee  nor  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  is  a  prerequisite  to  the  audit  by 
the  Auditor  of  salary  demands  arising  in  the 
Board  of  Public   Works. 

Recorder : 

January  2,  1917 — Adoption  of  general  indexes. 
May   15,   1917 — Acceptance   for  recordation  of  in- 
struments written  in  a  foreign   language. 

Supervisors,  Board  of: 

August  22,  1916 — Granting  municipal  department 
permission  to  maintain  office  in  Auditorium. 

August  31,  1916 — Advising  that  proposed  ordi- 
nance regulating  the  labor  of  minors  is  not  in 
conflict  with  the  State  law. 

September     15,     1916 — Authority     to   contract    for 
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acquisition  of  the  Harris  Automatic  Stop  Sig- 
nal for  traffic  regulation. 

September  18,  1916 — Transfer  of  money  from  Re- 
serve Fund  of  the  Municipal  Railways  to 
Stockton  Street  Tunnel  Account. 

September  27.  1916— Offer  of  Fred  P.  Smith  to 
operate  the  Sanitary  Reduction  Works. 

September  27,  1916 — Advising  as  to  Board  of  Pub- 
lic Works  making  alterations  at  the  County 
Jail  without  letting  contracts. 

October  6,  1916 — Appeal  from  assessment  for  im- 
provement of  Moraga  street. 

November  13,  1916 — Legality  of  proposed  or- 
dinance forbidding  hauling  of  coal,  lime,  ce- 
ment, etc.,  in  a  certain  district. 

December  11,  1916 — Legality  of  proposed  garbage 
contract. 

December  13,  1916 — Liability  of  contractor  to  fur- 
nish barley  for  use  at  Hetch  Hetchy. 

December  27,  1916 — Validity  of  franchise  of  Ocean 
Shore  Railroad  Company  on  Twelfth  street. 

January  26,  1917 — Cancellation  of  contracts  for 
public  work. 

March  15,  1917 — Advising  that  city  is  not  liable 
under  the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act  for 
injuries  to  men  working  in  the  Auditorium 
other  than  city  employees. 

April  2,  1917 — Advising  that  passage  to  print  of 
bill  is  not  stayed  by  notice  of  reconsideration. 

April  3,  1917 — Jurisdiction  of  Railroad  Commis- 
sion to  require  from  public  warehouse  and 
wharf  owners  statements  of  food  in  storage. 

April  10,  1917 — Exchange  of  portion  of  Marshall 
Square  for  privately  owned  lands. 
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April  11,  1917 — Advising  that  city  is  not  liable  for 
expense  of  extraditing  Rafaelo  Mara. 

April  16,  1917 — Legality  of  appropriations  for 
Tourists  Association. 

April  23,  1917 — Advising  that  sidewalks  on  north 
side  of  Lincoln  Way  are  not  under  jurisdic- 
tion of  Park  Commissioners. 

April  27,  1917 — Interpreting  Sections  2  and  3, 
Chapter  IV,  Article  XI  of  the  Charter,  regard- 
ing submission  of  an  ordinance  to  the  vote  of 
the  people  and  the  sixty-day  limitation  on  cer- 
tain ordinances  going  into  effect. 

May  18,  1917 — Permit  for  erection  of  a  hospital 
opposite  a  garage. 

May  24,  1917 — Legality  of  erecting  and  maintain- 
ing tuberculosis  sanitorium  outside  boundaries 
of  City  and  County. 

May  24,  1917 — Advising  that  city  is  not  liable  for 
damage  to  property  at  Prospect  avenue  and 
Esmeralda  street. 

June  4,  1917 — Advising  that  Supervisors  cannot 
legally  refund  license  taxes. 

June  21,  1917 — Appeals  from  assessment  for  street 
work  on  Railroad  "avenue. 

June  21,  1917 — Power  of  Mayor  to  veto  items  of 
a  budget,  and  time  within  which  veto  may  be 
considered. 

June  22,  1917 — Extent  of  Mayor's  veto  of  budget 
items,  and  power  of  State  Board  of  Control  to 
establish  accounting  system. 

Tax  Collector: 

November  4,  1916 — Advising  that  moving  picture 
houses  are  not  required  to  get  permits  from 
Police   Commissioners. 
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November  23,  1916 — Defining  an  itinerant  vendor. 
May  4,  1917 — Collection  of  license  tax  on  restau- 
rants from  the  Key  System  Service  Company. 

Treasurer 

February  13,  1917 — Issuance  of  new  bond  to  re- 
place one  charred  by  fire. 

May  11,  1917 — Availability  of  United  States 
Treasury  certificates  and  interim  certificates  as 
security  for  deposit  of  City  and  County  funds. 
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RECAPITULATION     OF    ACTIONS  PENDING 
AND  DETERMINED. 

From  July  1,  1916,  to  June  30,  1917. 

Actions   Determined. 

Favor     Against 

Injunctions  :  of  City  city 

Board  of  Health 2  1  1 

Board  of  Public  Works 2  1  1 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  .9  9  0 

Mayor    2  2  0 

Playground   Commission    1  1  0 

Mandamus : 

Auditor   1  1  0 

Election   Commission    2  2  0 

Police   Commission    6  5  1 

Supervisors    4  1  3 

Tax  Collector   3  3  0 

Accidents,  Municipal  Railway 11  9  2 

Actions  to  quiet  title 3  0  3 

Actions    to    declare    Stockton    Street 

Tunnel  Assessment  void 8  8  0 

Actions    before     Industrial    Accident 

Commission 9  5  4 

Actions    in    the    Superior    Court    of 

Tuolumne  County   2  2  0 

Applications    before    Department    of 

the  Interior    2  2  0 

Applications    before    Department    of 

Agriculture    1  1  0 

Condemnation  suits 7  7  0 

Miscellaneous    21  18  3 

Total  actions  determined.  .  .  .96  78  18 
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Actions  Pending. 
Injunctions : 

Assessor   1 

Auditor  1 

Board  of  Education 1 

Board  of   Health 17 

Board  of  Public  Works 7 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 25 

Civil  Service  Commission 5 

Fire  Commission   1 

Police  Commission    1 

Tax  Collector   1 

Mandamus : 

Auditor 9 

Board  of  Education    3 

Board  of  Supervisors   1 

Civil  Service  Commission 3 

Election  Commission    1 

Fire  Commission 1 

Mayor  2 

Police  Commission 6 

Tax  Collector  2 

Treasurer   1 

Accidents,  Municipal  Railways 20 

Actions  to  quiet  title  8 

Actions  to  declare  Tunnel  Assessment  void....  15 

Actions  for  damages  through  tunnel  construction  6 

Actions  before  Railroad   Commission 4 

Actions  to  recover  taxes  paid  under  protest 1304 

Actions  in    the    Superior    Court    of    Tuolumne 

County    8 

Applications  before  Department  of  Interior 14 

Applications  before  Department  of  Agriculture. .  4 

Condemnation   suits    15 

Miscellaneous    41 

Total  actions  pending 1528 


